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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed September 5, 2008. 
Claims 1-20 are pending in the present application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dal 
Canto et al. (US 2003/0217166) in view of Snyder et al. (US 2004/0177073). 

Regarding claim 1 , Dal Canto teaches a method for presenting a merged view of 
remotely installed applications to which a user has terminal server (TS) based access, 
the method comprising: 

sending, by a client computing device, a remote application discovery request to 
a Remote Application Publishing (RAP) web server (paragraphs 40, 41 , 43 and 47-49; 
figure 4: 2000 and 2020 and 2030); 
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receiving, by the client computing device, responsive, by the client computing 
device, responsive to the request, a discovery response from the RAP web server, the 
discovery response comprising remote application information aggregated by the RAP 
web server from multiple sources (paragraphs 40, 41 , 43 and 47-49; figure 4: 2000 and 
2020 and 2030); 

generating, based on the discovery response, by a client computing device, one 
or more shortcuts to one or more respective applications to which the user has TS 
based access (paragraph 0049, icons 440); 

wherein each of the applications to which the user has TS based access are 
installed at one or more installation points in an intranet, the client computing device 
being external to the intranet (figure 1 ; 0041 , 0049); and 

wherein the one or more shortcuts present a merged view to the user of the 
applications (figure 2) to which the user has TS based access, the merged view being 
transparent of whether the applications to which the user has TS based access are 
managed by different information sources across multiple accessor modules on the 
Intranet and configured for remote TS-based execution by different ones of multiple 
installation points (paragraph 51). 

However, Dal Canto does not explicitly teach: wherein the one or more shortcuts 
being independent application files that point to the one or more respective applications 
to which the user has TS based access, the shortcuts being stored on the client 
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computing device and presented to the user thru a user interface (Ul) shell executing on 
the client computing device. 

However, this feature is known in the art of computing as evidenced by an 
analogous art. Snyder teaches more shortcuts being independent files that point to the 
one or more respective applications to which the user has TS based access, the 
independent files being stored on the client computing device and presented to the user 
thru a user interface (Ul) shell executing on the client computing device (see i.e. figures 
1 2 and 1 3). At the time the invention was made, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated to employ the use of shortcuts in order to link specific file or 
directories, thus making file access easier and quicker. 

Regarding claim 2, Dal Canto teaches a method as recite in claim 1, wherein the 
one or more information sources comprise a directory service, a Systems Management 
Server, and/or a personal office computer associated with the user (paragraph 0009). 

Regarding claim 3, Dal Canto teaches a method as recite in claim 1, wherein the 
one or more installation points comprise one or more servers and/or office computers 
associated with the user (paragraph 0009). 
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Regarding claim 4, Dal Canto teaches a method as recite in claim 1, wherein the 
shortcuts are presented in a desktop of the user (figure 2) 



Regarding claim 5, Dal Canto teaches a method as recite in claim 1, wherein the 
shortcuts are presented in an Internet browser window associated with a Web service 
providing remote application discovery, the Web service being deployed on a Web 
server in the Intranet and accessible by the client computing device over a public 
network (figure 2). 

Claims 6-10 are similar to claims 1-5, respectively, therefore are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Claims 11-15 are similar to claims 1-5, respectively, therefore are rejected under 
the same rationale. 

Claims 16-20 are similar to claims 1-5, respectively, therefore are rejected under 
the same rationale. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are not found persuasive. 
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In the interview conducted July 24, 2008, the Examiner agreed that the proposed 
amendment would overcome at least the prior art cited. However, upon careful reading 
and further consideration, it is determined that the same prior art, Dal Canto, still reads 
onto the amended claims (see the rejection above). Therefore this office action is made 
non-final so that Applicant can make appropriate amendment in order to place the 
application in better form for allowance. 

Conclusion 

It is noted that the column, line, and/or page number citations used in the prior art 
references as applied by the Examiner to the claimed invention are for the convenience 
of the Applicant to represent the relevant teachings of the prior art. The prior art 
references may contain further teachings and/or suggestions that may further 
distinguish the citations applied to the claims, therefore, the Applicant should consider 
the entirety of these prior art references during the process of responding to this Office 
Action. It is further noted that any alternative and non-preferred embodiments as taught 
and/or suggested within the prior art references also constitute prior art and the prior art 
references may be relied upon for all the teachings would have reasonably suggested to 
one of ordinary skill in the art. See MPEP 21 23. 

The prior art listed in the PTO-892 form included with this Office Action disclose 
methods, systems, and apparatus similar to those claimed and recited in the 
specification. The Examiner has cited these references to evidence the level and/or 
knowledge of one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to 
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provide support for universal facts and the technical reasoning for the rejections made 
in this Office Action including the Examiner's broadest reasonable interpretation of the 
claims as required by MPEP 21 1 1 and to evidence the plain meaning of any terms not 
defined in the specification that are interpreted by the Examiner in accordance with 
MPEP 21 1 1 .01 . The Applicant should consider these cited references when preparing a 
response to this Office Action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALINA N. BOUTAH whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-3908. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (9:00 am 
- 5:00 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tonia L.M. Dollinger can be reached on 571-272-4170. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/722,182 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2443 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Alina N Boutah/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2443 



